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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 
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In the Church of Borne, then, the Virgin receives divine 
worship of the same kind as was paid to her by the hereti- 
cal Collyridians. And no other precedent for such wor- 
ship can be found in the early history of the Church. 

The subject, of which we have thus briefly treated in 
this article, is a very large, and, it is needless to add, a very 
important one. We commend it most earnestly to the at- 
tention of our Roman Catholic brethren, and we entreat 
them to look well to the foundations of those peculiar doc- 
trines and practices which they have been taught to be- 
lieve have been transmitted from the Apostolic times, and 
even from the Apostles themselves, to the present day ; but 
many of which, we solemnly and deliberately repeat it, 
may be ultimately traced to heretical sources. 



SPURIOUS WORKS ATTRIBUTED TO THE 
FATHEB8. 

ST. ATH ANA8I US AND ST. BASIL. 

There is, perhaps, no way in which learned men could do 
a greater service to the cause of religious truth, or promote 
the cause of primitive worship more effectually, than by 
clearing the field of Christian antiquity of those spurious 
and noxious weeds which the enemy of truth has, from 
age to age, sown so artfully, choking in many cases the 
genuine and good seed, and in others mingling subtle 
poison with the wholesome fruits of God's truth — we mean, 
clearing the genuine works of eminent writers of the pri- 
mitive Church from the spurious and apocryphal ones, 
which during past ages have been pawned upon them by 
either ignorant or dishonest men. 

We think we should do a good service to our unlearned 
feUow-countrymcn, both Roman Catholic as well as Pro- 
testant, if we could furnish them with a catalogue of 
works which once passed as unquestioned writings of 
eminent Fathers of the Church, but which have since been 
detected and discarded by learned Boman Catholics as 
doubtful or spurious, and which, therefore, ought never to 
be relied on by controversialists, without, at least, noticing 
that, as authorities, they cannot safely be relied on by any 
one desirous of arriving at the truth. 

We purpose to give here one or two instances of spu- 
rious writings, which will be found not unimportant on the 
subject we have been considering — the Invocation of Saints. 
St. Athanasics, the great champion of the Catholic 
faith, who was born a.d. 296, and died a d. 373, left 
behind him, for the edification of the world, a number of 
works, admitted by all to be genuine, which demonstrate 
that he was a man of the most glowing piety, but a piety 
centering in God alone ; and that he placed his whole hope 
and eonfidence, in life and in death, in the mercies of God, 
through the merits and mediation of Jesus Christ, our only 
Mediator, Advocate, and Saviour. We have already given 
our readers a passage from St. Athanasius (see No. 30, 
p. 71), which shows what his views of prayer were ; and 
we are satisfied that there is not a single passage to be 
found in his genuine writings giving countenance to any 
worship of the Virgin, or any other saint, or any belief in 
her or their power and intercession, or any invocation of 
any of them, even for their prayers. 

We here challenge our Boman Catholic correspondents 
and their friends to produce any passage from the works of 
this eminent saint and champion of the faith to contradict 
what we have said ; and, wo are sure, they will do so, if 
any such passage is to be found. 

The importance of having such a passage from so great 
an authority as St. Athanasius on the subject, if it were 
possible to find one, cannot be more strongly demonstrated 
than by the use which has been made by the most eminent 
Roman Catholic controversialist writers of a Homily for- 
merly ascribed to that Father ; but which has long been 
rejected as spurious by the most learned authorities among 
Boman Catholic writers, as we shall proceed to prove. 

The homily referred to is to be found in the second vo- 
lume of the Benedictine edition of St. Athanasius's works, 
p. 393 to 401,* and is entitled " On the Annunciation of 
the Mother of God ;" or, as it is given in the Latin trans- 
lation, " Sermo in Annuntiationein Sanctissima: Domino: 
nostra Deipara." 

Our first witness is Cardinal Bcllarmine, who declares 
this treatise to be spurious, and that the evidence against it 
is so strong, that no one can doubt but that the author of 
it must have seen the decrees of the Councils against 
Nestorius, Eutyches, and the Monothelites, none of which 
were held until after St. Athanasius's death.t 

Our second witness is Cardinal Baronius, in his letter to 
Thomas Stapleton, dated Rome, November, 1592, in which 
he deliberately decides against the genuineness of this 
homily, and fixes its date, at the very earliest, subsequently 
to the commencement of the seventh century, three hun- 
dred years after Athanasius attended the Council of Nieaja. 
(See this well-known epistle in full, in the same volume of 
the works of St. Athanasius, above cited, p. 391.) 

Our third authority is that of the learned Benedictine 
editors themselves, who, in their second volume, page 390, 
not only declare this homily to be unquestionably a forgery, 
assigning the reasons for their decision, but fortify their 
own judgment, by quoting, at length, the letter of Baro- 
nius, written more than a century before. 
The Benedictine editors begin their preface thus— "That 



this discourse is spurious, there is no learned man 
who does not now adjudge. The style proves itself, 
more clear than the sun, to be different from that of 
Athanasius. Besides this, yery many trifles show them- 
selves here unworthy of any sensible man whatever, not to 
say of Athanasius, and a great number of expressions un- 
known to Athanasius, so that it savours of lower Greek. 
And, truly, his subtle disputation of the hypostasis of 
Christ, and on the two natures of Christ, persuades us that 
the writer lived after the Councils of Ephesus and Chalce- 
don (held in 431 and 451— St. Athanasius died in 372), 
of which councils, moreover, he uses the identical words, 
whereas his dissertation on the two wills in Christ seems 
to argue, that he lived after the spreading of the error of 
the Monothelites" (which did not arise till a.d. 630, under 
the reign of Heraclius). 

After such a decisive judgment of these most eminent 
writers, that the homily in question is spurious, that the 
evidence of it was as clear as the sun, and that no learned 
man could hold otherwise, one would think that no Bo- 
man Catholic writer, having the least pretension to learning 
and honesty, would have ever ventured to rely on it again 
as an authority in controversy, or a guide in practice. 

Yet, how stands the case? The very same Cardinal 



a homily, which, if he had ever read it in his own edition 
he most have known had been given up as spurious for 
the last 250 years ? 

We shaH be happy to hear what the Cardinal, or any 
of his friends or admirers, have to say in his defence, before 
we finally pronounce upon what appears to us to be utter 
recklessness, if not dishonesty ; and as usual, our columns 
are open to any one who wishes to exculpate the Cardinal 
from the charge now made against him, or any others 
which we may feel obliged to make in our pages.* 

Our next instance is one which we can dispose of more 
summarily. 

Saint Basil, Bishop of Neocassarea, died about a. d., 
378. All Christians, whether in the earliest ages from his 
own times, or in more modern days, h;ive agreed to do his 
memory honour ; he is often appealed to under the title of 
the Great Teacher of truth, and acquired the name of the 
Great Basil, in contradiction to the multitude of bishops 
and pastors of the same name who succeeded him in other 
times, and were fully forty in number. We need scarcely 
be surprised, therefore, to find many confessedly spurious 
works ascribed to him ; and the world is deeply indebted 
to the labours of the learned Benedictine editor, M. 
Julian Garnier, who has done so much towards the 



Bellarmine, who has himself condemned it as a forgery, separation of the supposititious from the genuine works of 
the evidence "of which is irresistible, actually has the | this eminent writer, 
effrontery (or, at least, has been guilty of such unpardon- 
able negligence) as to cite this very homily, as the authority 
of St. Athanasius* for the invocation of saints, without 
the slightest allusion to its admitted spuriousness, or even 



as to any doubt or suspicion being attached to it ; and, 
in like manner, again cites it without any qualification 
whatever in proof of the antiquity of the Feast of the 
Annunciation, on which occasion this homily was alleged 
to have been delivered by Athanasius. t 

Can any more instructive lesson be given to intelligent and 
honest inquirers, as to the- necessity for caution touching 
the genuineness of the authorities relied on by their in- ■ 
structors, than to find such a man as Cardinal Bellarmine 
thus self-convicted of relying on a spurious work, given 
up by all learned Boman Catholics, and, amongst others, 
by Himself? 

Cardinal Bellarmine does not, however, stand alone in 
this painful position. 

Will our readers believe that Cardinal Wiseman, in 
the middle of the nineteenth century, has been guilty of 
the same negligence or dishonesty in quoting the same 
homily as the genuine work of St. Athanasius, without the 
faintest shadow of an allusion to the combined judgment 
of Baronius, Bellarmine, and the Benedictine monks, or 
even to any suspicion being entertained of its being a 
forgery ! 

It is painful, even to an opponent, to be obliged to ex- 
pose such reckless misrepresentation ; and were not truth 
at stake, we should gladly draw a veil over what must 
assume the character of a personal charge against a per- 
son whose authority seems to have the highest place 
among our Boman Catholic brethren. Truth, however, 
calta °on us fearlessly to lay open the expedients by 
which the worship of the Virgin Mary is attempted to be 
defended in our own country, and our own times ; and 
Cardinal Wiseman owes it to his own character, to ex- 
plain to the world, if he can, how he could have made 
such use of the homily in question. Now for our proof. 

The cardinal (than Dr. Nicholas Wiseman, Bishop of 
Melipotamus) thus introduces and comments upon ex- 
tracts from this spurious homily, in his lectures, vol. ii., 
p. 108. London: Booker, 1836. 

" St. Athanasius, the most zealous and strenuous sup- 
porter that the Church ever possessed of the Divinity of 
Jesus Christ, and, consequently, of his infinite superiority 
over all the saints, thus enthusiastically addresses his ever- 
blessed mother — ' Hear, now, O daughter of David ; in- 
cline thine ear to our prayers ; we raise our cry to thee 



In vol. iii., p. 69, Bened. Ed., Paris, 1730, the epistles 
attributed to St. Basil are arranged in three classes. First, 
those written by St. Basil before he was made bishop, 
a.d. 370 ; second, those which he wrote after he was 
bishop of Canarea, between 370 and 378 ; third, those 
without date, including many doubtful, and some spurious. 

In page 462, vol. iii., appears one addressed to Julian 
the Apostate, numbered by the Benedictine editor 360, 
but originally printed as No. 205. 

It is unhesitatingly ranked by the learned Benedic- 
tines, not merely as doubtful, but spurious ; and no one, 
we apprehend, could open the book without, at once, 
noticing that it is so— for at the top of the page in which 
it occurs, are the words, printed in large capitals — S. Bas. 
CjssarEiE Cappadoc. Archiep. Epistol^: Spdrle. — 
See page 462, torn. iii. Benedict., Paris, 1730. 

The epistle in question is also specially condemned, and 
the reasons given in the life of St. Basil, prefixed to the 
same work (c. viii., p. lxiii). 

Let us now see the use made of this spurious epistle by 
eminent writers of the Church of Borne. 

Dr. Milner, in his defence of saint worship, in his "End 
of Controversy," letter 35, page 353, cites two passages 
only from the primitive Fathers which have the slightest 
bearing in support of the doctrine. The first passage, 
which is from Justin Martyr, our readers will find com- 
i mented on in another article in our present number, 
page 85. , 

The second passage purports to be from St. Basil, and 
is as follows : — " I invoke the Apostles, Prophets, and 
Martyrs to pray for me, that God may be merciful to me, 
and forgive me my sins. I honour and reverence their 
images, since those things have been ordained by tradition 
from the Apostles, and are practised in all our Churches." 
Dr. Milncr's reference is to Epis. 205, Paris edition (but 
without specifying the date). 

Now, what is this 205th epistle but the very one to 
Julian the Apostate? and, we ask, did the Rev. Dr. Milner, 
who wrote in 1892, ever take the trouble of reading the 
epistle he thus quotes, or of looking at what the Benedictine 
editors, who wrote seventy years before, said of its un- 
doubted spuriousness ? 

If Dr. Milner had the Benedictine edition before him 
when he wrote, we must pronounce him guilty of actual 
dishonesty, in concealing the fact that deprived the quota- 
tion of any authority ; if he had not, what rashness was 
it for a man to assume the title of " ending controversy" 
when he did not even take the pains of knowing what the 

before him on the 



remember us, oh! most holy Virgin; and, for the feeble . best writers of his own faith had written 
eulogiums we give thee, grant us great gifts from the principal authority he relied on ! 



• Athadas. Opera. Tom i!_, Bjneclhr. ci*. Pari), 1698. 
t Bellarmine De Scrinoribna Eccletlast'cls. Cologne, 1617. 
Tom. vii., p. 50. 
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treasures of thy graces — thou that art full of grace. Hail, 
Mary, full of grace, the Lord is with thee ; Queen, and 
Mother of God, intercede for us.' " Mark well," continues 
Dr. Wiseman, " those words, ' grant us great gifts from 
the treasures of thy graces,' as if he hoped directly to re- 
ceive them from her. Do Catholics use stronger words 
than these ? Or did St. Athanasius think or speak with 
us as with Protestants?"! 

What will our candid readers think, when we tell them 
that these passages are from the very homily in question, 
and that Cardinal Wiseman refers for his authority for these 
passages to the very Benedictine edition, and the identical 
volume of the works of St. Athanasius, which contains the 
irrefutable proof of their spuriousness ! — Page 401, vol. ii. 

Cardinal Bellarmine may have possibly cited the homily 
before he discovered its spuriousness; though this is not 
likely, for in his preface to the reader, prefixed to the volume 
in which the treatise De Scriptoribus Eccl. occurs, printed 
it Cologne, A. d., 1617, he commences by stating that 
ho had writteu this treatise forty years before. But 
what defence can Cardinal Wiseman make for referring to 

> Bellar., Tom. II., page 295, Dc Sanct Beat. Lib. I., chapter xix., 
Cologne, 16*15' 

t Bellar., vol.iL, p. 3!3. De Cultu Saoct, lib. i& c. ivi. Cologne, 
1615. 

t Pr. Wiseman's note refers to Sera in Annunf., t. ii., p. 401, 
which is the exact vol line and p ge in the Benedictine edition of 
1698. 



Truly, we cannot but be astonished at the risks which 
controversialists of the Church of Borne will run, when 
attempting to trace back the present practices of their 
Church to the times of our Lord and his Apostles ; and 
whatever judgment our candid Boman Catholic readers 
may form of the fairness or the learning of Cardinal 
Wiseman or Dr. Milner, we think they must admit that 
the authorities relied on by such writers, require to be 
examined into with the utmost caution, before they 
allow themselves to adopt them as proofs that the 
modern doctrines of their Church agree with those of the 
Catholic antiquity of the primitive ages. 



THE INVOCATION OF SAINTS.— No. II. 
We undertook, in our last number, to proceed to consider 
what has been said by the principal controversial writers 
of the Church of Rome, in support of their doctrine on 
this subject. 

» We are amused to And, that though Messrs. Berinijton and Kirk, 
in their original work on the' Faith of Catholics (London, 1630, p. 4-31) 
give the selfsame extract from this spurious work— falsely attributed to 
St. Athanasius— and cite it in the same way from the Benedictine edi- 
tion, [Serin, in Annunt, Tom ii., p. 401), they have been discreet 
enough in their third and greatly enltirgt i edition, of 1846, to omit 
all allusion to it— see p. 3**, vol. ill, where, under the head of Invo- 
cation of angels and saints, It ought to have been introduced betwei s. 
Euiebius and Hilary. 



